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Fig. 1. Caravan of nomads entering Egypt about 1900 B.C. 


EPIC CONQUEST 


The Hebrew Sojourn, the deliverance from slavery, the wandering 

subsequent conquest the Promised Land are indeed epic. They 
been celebrated song and story, and the thrill those stirring 
nts has led the production some the greatest literature which 
heritage the human mind. The story Joseph matchless 
erary art.~Moses before Pharaoh, the drama Mt. Sinai, the continual 
the divinely led but doubtfully faithful people—all contain 
<ceptional material for histrionic delineation, fully appreciated the 
genius. The fall Jericho, the conquest Ai, the defeat the 
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Canaanite alliance, are good stories anyone’s language, matter 
the historical problems involved. Whether Jericho fell earthqua 
treachery, terror, the exceptional zeal the opposition, 
tion all four—whether the fall involved geology, psychology, 
—the fact remains that Jericho fell. Its fire-scarred ruins and fallen 
are eloquent testimony invading host, and they, together with 
Hebrew story, witness the thrill that must have been the conquero: 
when the noise trumpets and the excitement battle this 
fortress, guarding eastern entrance into the Promised Land, fell 
their hands. 

The books Joshua, Judges, and Samuel carry the story 
triumph triumph, until even the greatest Canaanite walled 
were destroyed (Lachish about 1230 C., Megiddo about 1100, 
shan, Jerusalem, and finally Gezer shortly after 1000), until the 
David the prophecy Noah was fulfilled; Canaan was the “servan 
Shem (Gen. 9:25-6). blessing and prophecy had 
been realized: the star Jacob had come; David ruled the midst 
nations (Num. 24:17 and Gen. 49:10). 

course, has long been realized that the story the conquest 
Joshua has been presented with foreshortened historical 
the life time Joshua, are told, the whole land from Dan Bee 
sheba, from the Mediterranean the eastern desert, with only minor 
ceptions, was entirely subdued. “So Joshua took the whole 
gave for inheritance unto Israel according their divisions 
tribes. And the land rested from 

Certain isolated passages Joshua and especially the first chapter 
Judges tell more the true situation affairs the time the 
death. The picture the Conquest given the first ch: 
ter Judges one which the individual tribes have achieve 
part the conquest their own territory, meeting with varying succ 
according their respective strength. gather that the conquest 
only gradually completed, that the time Saul the Israelites 
able occupy only the major portion Palestine’s central ridge, ill 
country, which had always been difficult for outsiders control. Unequ 
ped the invaders were for siege operations, are not surprised 
they were unable first drive out the inhabitants such fortresses 
Beth-shan, Taanach and Megiddo the great northern plain 


= 


. Joshua 11:23. See also 10:40, and 12. Detailed discussions of this point can be fc ind 
in the standard dictionaries and commentaries on the Bible. 
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Dor, Gezer and Beth-shemesh, guarding ascents the hill country 
lat along the coast (Judg. 1:27 ff.). Israelite successes were largely due 
surprise attacks. Accustomed fight foot, with weapons but bow, 

slings, staves, stones, and few swords and spears, they were weak 
pitched battles the open, where formidable chariots could maneuver. 

Thus are not surprised the statement that Judah not drive 
out the inhabitants the valley, because they had chariots iron” 
1:19). This weakness Israelite tactics was carefully explained 

the King Damascus his officers much later date. The God 
the Israelites, they said, “is god the hills let fight them the 
the Fig. 2. Between the walls of Jericho ‘from Jericho, pl. 7). 
NEAR EASTERN HISTORY 
Thousands pages have been written upon the vexing historical 
oblems involved Hebrew origins, the Sojourn, and the Conquest. 
iring the last few years, however, flood new material from excava- 
has been made available, and, while all the problems are still far 
solved, are much farther along the way their solution than 
possible that, had Egyptian, Phoenician, and Mesopo- 
nian kings and officials only been aware our modern predicament 
matters, they would have left more record them. is, 
are remarkably and irritatingly silent. fact, the only mention the 
Israel Oriental records outside the Bible before the 9th cent. 
the stele (or memorial stone) Pharaoh Merneptah, dating 
early Hebrew history, then, becomes highly desirable 
Two articles which summarize this material and give practically all 
references are: Albright, Bulletin ASOR, No. 77, pp. ff.; No. 78, pp. ff.; and 
Vaux, Zeit. f.d. alttest. Wiss., 1938, pp. 225 ff. 
The Pharaoh simply says that “The people of Israel is desolate; it has no offspring,” 7 
fo ind Te tee to a defeat of them by him. For the latest translation, see Bulletin, N>. 74, pp. 4 
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find the historical framework which lies behind the record this 
who were unappreciated their time, difficult feat though this may 

the limited space here available may attempt survey few 
archaeological facts, now known bear upon the problem. 

Throughout the Near East between 2000 and 1200 C., there was 
hum closely interrelated political, religious, and commercial 
The state culture was high. Art, literature, and business life had 
stage sophistication far removed from primitive simplicity. The 
along the Syrian and Palestinian coasts must have presented cosmopol 
tan appearance. Personal names found letters and business accounts 
earthed these regions, well the variety scripts and languag 
employed, inform that the native Canaanite rubbed shoulders daily 
Hittites Asia Minor, Horites (Hurrians) the Upper 
Amorites, close kin the Israelites, Egyptians, Assyrians, 
and Indo-Europeans from the region Persia. Probably occasional 
islanders and Cyprians were seen, since wares from those 
‘were sold the markets. Science sure was embryo, but empiric 
observations were numerous, and cultured gentleman had answers 
all the fundamental perennial the human mind. Undoubted 
there were people who were proud their learning and glad 
for such day. Thus must conceive the movement Hebrew 
from their existence into the settled areas urban 
agrarian activity, movement uncultured “barbarians” into the scen 
self-conscious civilization. The people Israel were never 
the arts and refinements material existence. These they but 
fectly absorbed from their neighbors. The genius Israel and its 
tribution civilization lay rather the fields religion and liter: 
ture. 

But how did the Hebrew people obtain foothold the scenes 
civilization? The answer found the consideration two 
the geographical and the anthropological. 


J 
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THE PALESTINIAN HILL COUNTRY 


The reader recall that the central portion western 
rugged and hilly, rising some places height 3600 feet above 
level. This ridge, continuation the same one which produces 
Lebanon mountains Syria, composed soft limestone which 
absorbent cause scarcity surface water for human 
Bordering the ridge the west the great Maritime Plain along 
shores the Mediterranean. the east the deep cleft the 
Valley, caused geologic fault which extends from Asia Minor 
Africa. the north the ridge broken the broad plain 
connected with the Jordan the valley Jezreel. This plain was one 
the great wheat fields ancient times, and contained such well 
Biblical towns Megiddo, Taanach, Engannim, Shunem, 
Eastern Palestine Transjordan plateau, some 2000 feet above 
level average, sloping off with distinguishable barrier into 
Arabian desert-wilderness. Opposite the Sea Galilee was the Bibli 
Bashan, and below came rapid succession Gilead, Ammon, Mo: 
and Edom. 
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The Hebrews obtained their foothold the central ridge hill 
country Western Palestine and Gilead across the Jordan. Neither 
these localities was center settled civilization. The cultural center 
Palestine from the earliest times lay the plain along the coast, 
and along the Jordan. far now know, the first cities 
the hill country were Jerusalem and Ai, founded about 3000 But 
from this time until the days the Judges the hill country was sparsely 

populated. all probability was thickly wooded with areas where graz- 
ing was profitable for cattle, sheep, and goats. The Patriarchs wandered 
and down this central ridge with their flocks and herds; and the men 
the Joseph tribes were told make room for themselves Mt. Ephraim 
clearing the forest (Josh. 17:15). During the period the Judges and 
the early monarchy (after about 1100 C.), the hill country became 
dotted with towns for the first time its history, and its material culture 
hecame increasingly indistinguishable from that the plains, indicating, 
know from the Bible, that the political center gravity had shifted 
and that the plains were largely under the economic domination Israel. 

Owing its geographical situation the central ridge was always diffi- 
cult control. know from the Asiatic correspondence found the 
state archives Amenophis (Ikhnaton, about 1377-1359 C.) that 
authority was largely confined the Coastal Plain, Esdraelon, 
and Bashan area, whereas the hill country, with the exception the city 
Jerusalem, was controlled men who showed their actions scant re- 
spect for the Egyptian Pharaoh. The Hebrews, then, obtained their “living 
the civilized world only those areas which were sparsely 
populated and difficult for others control. 


PEOPLE THE DESERT AND PEOPLE THE SOWN 


Another factor the success the Hebrew conquest also peculiar 

this particular region. That the eternal struggle between the nomadic 

and semi-nomadic people along the fringes the Fertile Crescent and 
settled people flourishing within it. 


struggle between the Desert and the Sown seems per- 
petual one. The moment that the central political authority weakens 
destroyed, that moment the Bedcuins sweep in, carrying all 
them .Like the waters the ocean, the Bedouins may held check, 
but the moment the barriers are weakened, they sweep with des- 
tructive force that cannot They can always retreat into 
the desert whither few can follow, and they are always prepared break 


into the fertile lands the first appearance weakness 


There manifold evidence from both the Bible and archaeology 
licate that the Hebrews before the period the Judges were largely 
ni-nomadic. They had not yet learned the arts agricultural urban 
And, like Bedouin both before and since, they seem have established 
Palestine times when outside political control was either 
entirely lacking. 

During the period between 2000 and 1200 numerous documents 
hich have been excavated tell the presence people called 


Glueck, The Other Side the Jordan (New Haven, 1940) pp. 
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Fig. 3. Map of Palestine, prepared by Calvin H. Schmitt of 
Presbyterian Theological Seminary, Chicago. 
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Mesopotamia, Asia Minor, Syria, and There has 
been great deal discussion the exact meaning this term. The 
problem complex that far scholars have not been able agree upon 
definite conclusion. Whatever the exact meaning the name, however, 
does seem designate groups nomadic semi-nomadic peoples 
the desert border the Fertile Crescent. time peace they work 
arious capacities for the settled people. unsettled periods they may 
raid the urban areas hire themselves out mercenaries one party 
About 1800 hear good deal about them the region 
the Upper Euphrates—the Mari-Haran district from which Abraham came 
ind from which Isaac and Jacob obtained their Later the Assyrian 
Adad-nirari (about 1310-1280) tells the victory his father 
over similar people called the and the Sutu. The Akhlamu seem 
the same the people who are later called While, 
course, cannot absolutely certain, does seem likely that all these 
terms refer the unsettled semi-nomadic peoples that continually haunt 
the settled communities around the Arabian Not that they refer 
the same groups. That unlikely. But probable that they refer 
general the same social status. 

Egypt during the Nineteenth Dynasty (after about 1320 C.) 

are told about people called who like the Hebrews were 
work royal projects. Now for number years scholars have 
believed that the terms Khabiru, and “Hebrew” were identical, 
the slightly different spelling being due changes the word was 
written Accadian, Egyptian, and Hebrew. Recently the name (written 
‘pr) has been discovered text Ras Shamra,® spelled with “p” 
instead with “Hebrew.” This has led few scholars main- 
tain that the old Khabiru should spelled Khapiru, and, therefore, that 
this term and the Egyptian have relation 
Debatable though this point may be, are the moment 
eft with some doubt the exact linguistic relation between these terms. 
present evidence can leave little doubt, however, that all them men- 
ioned this and the preceding paragraph refer the same 
They are not primary racial terms, but seem rather refer 
ocial status some way, the civilized people thus distinguishing the 

has been pointed out that the great majority the references 
Hebrews” the Old Testament belongs the Patriarchal period and the 
eriod the Sojourn Egypt. The term usually employed when 
speaks Israelite, when Israelite identifies himself 


5. For mention of the Khabiru in the Nuzu tablets, see the Feb. number of this journal, p. 12. 

See the map ibid. 

See Vaux, op. cit., pp. 229 ff. 

For the remarkable discoveries at this site, see Bib. Arch., Vol. I!, No. |. 

. See Bulletin of the ASOR, No. 77, pp. 32 f.; and Pal. Explor. Quart., 1940, pp. 90 ff. 
Whether Kraeling’s argument in the Bulletin is accepted or not, this discovery does throw 
some doubt on Lewy’s derivation of the terms in question from the root meaning “‘to cross 
over,’ and on his belief that their primary meaning is ‘‘one who crosses over a boundary,”’ 
"a foreigner’’ with servant status (Heb. Union College Annual, XIV, pp. 587 ff.). It also 
disproves Dhrome’s idea that the terms are from a root meaning “to bind” in the sense 
of captive (Albright, Bulletin, loc. cit.). Jack’s opinion in Pal. Explor. Quart., 1940, pp. 
95 ff., that the terms are actually the designation of a race from which the Israelites 
were derived would appear to be stretching our present evidence, especially since the use 
of the word “race” in this connection does not seem quite justified in view of modern 
discussions as to its proper use! 
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Egyptian, when the Israelites group are named along with son 
other people This certainly supports the suggestion 
“Hebrew” bore something the same connotation Khabiru, and 
and are reminded again the fact that Abraham was spoken 
“the (Gen. 14:13), and that later Israelites were taught th: 
their father was “nomadic” “fugitive (Deut. 26:5). 


probable, therefore, that are justified reconstructing 
picture the Sojourn and Exodus somewhat follows: the 
every civilized country the Near East were ever shifting 
nomadic peoples. Egypt was exception. From 
(see Fig. and inscriptions know that border officials were 
allowing such people enter into the splendid grazing and agricultur: 
land the Wadi Tumilat (Biblical Goshen). But time went on, 
minority problem was created, and hear (both from the Bible 
Egyptian texts) these people’s being forced work 
battalions public works. Since desperation born oppression, 
least portion them time began follow the leadership 
able personality, Moses, who secured their release, and the space 
generation was able weld them together common purpose and 
joint covenant with their own God. Forged thus into national 
ligious unity, these people stormed into Palestine, conquered 
section the hill country, made alliances with certain groups who we: 
already there, and settled down the gradual formation nation 
the gradual extension their territorial boundaries. 


But what was the date this exodus and conquest With the askin 
that question are deep water indeed. The fact that yet 
simply cannot certain. Any theory which can suggested with 
facts now have causes some difficulty with the Biblical text. 
can review some the archaeological facts, however, and allow 
reader take his choice their meaning from two three theorie 
presented Biblical scholars. 
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THE FALL JERICHO 


Squarely the path any invader the hill country from the 
southern portion the Jordan Valley lay the fortress Jericho. The 
account the Bible tells that its destruction the Israelites was 
act God. was who caused the city fall down after seven days 
solemn procession around the part His people (Josh. 6). Whatever 
the physical now know that the wall, rather walls, 
fell, not rise again for several hundred years. 


Jericho has been thoroughly excavated, thoroughly fact that 
would difficult find sizable area which has not been disturbed. 


10. See Am. Jour. Sem. Lang., pp. 254 ff.; and Vaux, cit., 233. 

11. The first excavators there, and Watzinger (1908-10), used the trench 
digging which was then vogue, sending large trenches all over the mound, 
fashion. Their work, Jericho, published in 1913, is still a fundamental source, however, ° 
Palestinian archaeology. Professor John Garstang of the University of Liverpool, Englan | 
excavated there from 1930 to 1936 (six campaigns). Only in the last three campaig’ s 
was the stratigraphical method of excavating used (peeling off the layers of a mour i . 
onion-skin fashion). The preliminary reports are scattered through numbers of the Anne s 
of Arch. and Anthro. and the Quarterly Statement of the Pal. Explor. Fund. 
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The unfortunate thing that not all the excavation publication 


son 


methods used the excavators have been what they should be. 

Thanks especially Professor Garstang, however, and Sir Charles 
Marston, who generously provided most the funds, now know 
considerable amount about the final destruction the city the Bronze 
Garstang has divided the history the city into alphabetical 
periods. City belongs the first part the Early Bronze Age (see 
footnote 12). City was founded about 2500 C., shortly before, and 
roups was occupied the days the Patriarchs, falling about 1700. City with 
its palace and tremendous city wall dates from about 1700 1500, when 


was violently destroyed. City the one mentioned Joshua, was 


founded shortly after 1500 and was destroyed some time between 1400 and 
1250. City belongs the Iron Age. After the city had been ruins for 
an! some time, the Israelites decided rebuild it; and are reminded the 
statement Kings (16:34) that man from Bethel the name Hiel 
mark 
skin 
leas 
Fig. The Hill Country Ephraim. 
the City the one with which are concerned here. was provided 
The with strong double wall brick, encircling the summit the mound. 
inner wall, built part upon the stumps the City fortifications, 
was twelve feet thick. The outer wall was six feet thick; and the space 
between the two varied from twelve fifteen feet. least two corners 
vere provided with strong towers from which the defenders could throw 
lown various missiles upon the attackers. And there was certainly 
“Bronze technical term archaeologists for the period preceding the intro- 
duction of iron into common use shortly after 1200 B.C. This age is now usually divided 
——— t ._ up as follows: Early Bronze Age, shortly before 3000 to about 2100 B.C.; Middle Bronze 
Age about 2100-1900; Bronze Age about 1900-1500; Late Bronze Age, 
about 1500-1200. Thus one can see that the Patriarchs lived. the Middle Bronze Age; 
hod f the Conquest took place in the Late Bronze Age, while the period of the Judges and 
pe-lire Kings falls in the Iron Age. 
ver, 1 3. The dates given to these cities here are those of the writer and not always of the excavator. 
Since these letters were given the successive cities, the excavators have dug down 
the the ancient mound and have found Chalcolithic city, dating 
mour i ‘ about 3500 B.C., and a Late Stone Age city, founded seven to ten thousand years ago. 


Anno s This is disconcerting alphabetically, because we have no letters to give to these earlier 
cities unless we label them X and XX! City A is not the earliest city after all. - i 
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evidence the destruction. The upper part the inner wall had 
down into the space between the walls. Layers burnt brick, gray ash 
wall plaster, streaks and pockets charcoal, were witness great con- 
flagration. The outer wall suffered most all, its remains falling outwarc 
down the slope, and its base tilted forward, surrounded with debris, the 
whole covered with black layer disintegrated bricks. The tilting the 
base suggested earthquake the excavator, which conclusion was 
supported the appearance collapsed house wall nearby. 
then, may well have been the act God referred the book Joshua 
—earthquake followed the purposeful firing the ruins. 

Inside the city the unraveling the history has been rather com- 
plicated. the opinion the excavator the old palace City was re- 
built City (probably some time after 1500 C.). was 
again, however, before the final onslaught the Hebrews. its place wa: 
built strong brick house, called the Palace,” the burning 
which marked the end the Bronze Age city. Thus inside the walls 
evidence for two destructions within short time each other, the 
second one being the final one the second millennium. After that the 
mound was unoccupied for several centuries. 

The final destruction the city was plainly tracable almost 
house examined. some cases the burned debris was much two feet 
thick and included charred roof beams, palm-fiber mats thatch, appar- 
ently from the roofs. Among the food-stuffs found were onions, pepper 
corn, dough, bread, dates, wheat, barley, and oats. “It 
evident,” writes Professor Garstang, the city was burnt while 
active occupation, and has been pointed out that the fullness the grain- 
bins rather suggests that the harvest had recently been 

What was the date this devastating event? That subject which 
has been causing great deal archaeological and theological debate, and 
one which not yet settled. may interest some readers 
know something the details this debate. (Those who are not 
will please skip this 

Garstang has maintained all along that the city fell about 1400 B.C. His 
main arguments are follows: 

(1) the city cemetery was found large number tombs which contained 
series scarabs (Egyptian seals and amulets the form beetle). 
many these scarabs were the names Egyptian kings, and the lates 
Pharaoh thus mentioned Amenophis who reigned about 1377 
So, reasons, the city must have fallen during this king’s reign. While this argu 
ment sounds convincing, really isn’t. Every Palestinian and Egyptian archaeologis 
knows that scarabs are not good evidence, since they were handed down keep 
sakes and charms, and were widely imitated even centuries later. Between the tim« 
Amenophis and Rameses (1301-1235) very few scarabs 
Pharaohs have been found Palestine. Supposing, therefore, that Jericho fell abou 
still should not surprised later than Amenophis wer 
ound. 

(2) The second main argument that practically Mycenaean ware was 
ruins the city’s destruction. This argument needs word explanation. Abou 
1400 the mainlanders Greece seem have stormed Crete and put 
the Palace Minos and its control Mediterranean trade. After that time, 


whole coastline the eastern Mediterranean was flooded with pottery shipped 
from the Greek mainland, known Mycenaean ware. Greek and Egyptian schoiar 


14. See Quert. Statement, 1931, pp. 193-4. 
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have shown that this ware did not appear large quantities Egypt until about 
1375 C., and little was received the coastal countries after the middle 
the thirteenth century. Therefore, whenever piece found place 
ancient city, dates the context between about 1375 and 1225 Its absence 
Jericho would therefore very important, since would mean that the city 
fell before the second quarter the fourteenth century. 


Professor Garstang, however, tells that three pieces this ware were actually 
found the site, and two the tombs were four vases which were local potters’ 
imitations Mycenaean make these vessels the local people must have 
known and seen Mycenaean pottery. Garstang himself regards all these pieces 
belonging reoccupation the site sometime after 1350 There little 
evidence, however, for such reoccupation, and, far the writer aware, 
other leading archaeologist who pottery specialist accepts this view. 

should pointed out that the two greatest authorities Palestinian pottery 
(W. Albright Johns Hopkins University and Father Vincent, formerly the 
Dominican Biblical Schcol Jerusalem) are both emphatic disagreement with 
Garstang’s dating. Professor Albright used think that the city must have fallen 
1500 because the German excavators 1908-10 found almost 


Fig. Father Vincent (left) and Professor Albright examining 
the pottery of Canaanite Bethel. 


14th century pottery there. After examining discoveries, 
believes that the city fell between 1375 and 1300 One his 
arguments given above concerning Mycenaean pottery. One the most common 
vases the latest city Jericho the form pictured Fig. Albright argues 
cogently for 14th century date for most these vases and for much the other 
pottery City from simifar material other sites which has examined and 
with independent evidence.!7 


Father Vincent has always maintained quite vigorously that Jericho fell about 


shortly the present, however, must admitted that 
arguments from the ceramic side have not been very detailed clear. His 
csition stated more the form categorical opinion. Against such late date 
the city’s destruction may set the following arguments: 
ameses would certainly expected appear such date were accepted. 


1930, 132; 1931, 195; Annals Arch. and Anthro. 109 and pl. 27:19; 
and XX, pl. 32, no. a4 from Tomb 4 and nos. al0, 11, and 19 from Tomb 13. 

5. Quart. Statement, 1930, p. 132; 1931, p. 106. For an authoritative analysis and dating 
of the Jericho Greek pottery, see the important article by Wace, Annual Brit. Sch. Arch. 
Athens, 1937, pp. 259 ff. 

- Bulletin, No. 58, pp. 11 ff.; No. 74, pp. 18 ff. 

. See especially, Quart. Statement, 1931, pp. 104 f.; Revue Biblique, 1935, pp. 583 ff. 
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(2) reasonable suppose that far more Mycenaean ware would have been 
found. (3) Many pottery forms which now know appear first the 13th 
century and characteristic that pericd simply are not found Jericho. 


long such difference exists, however, cannot sure 
our ground. From the argument presented cbove the reader will see that the 
writer believes Albright have presented much the strongest case, and the city 
have fallen all probability the second half the 14th century. This cpinion 
has been based upon independent research, but not one which yet open 
entirely convincing demonstration. One thing seems certain; the city fell after 1400 
C., but how long after must remain open question. 


THE FALL OTHER CITIES 


According the biblical story, the next city taken the 
was Ai. This they did strategy, whereupon was burned and 
“made tell forever” (Josh. But here have account which 
furnishes further difficulties. has been excavated, and has been found 
have been flourishing city between about 3000 and 2200 C., when 
was destroyed and was never again rebuilt (except for few houses about 
1000 C.). That means that the city was ruins the time the con- 
quest. fact, the very name Hebrew means “the Ruin”! this the 
case, how are explain the story the Bible? 


Three main theories have been presented. One that the story 
entirely invented later date explain the presence the ruin. 
After all, are not all ruins caused conquest? (2) The second 
that the people Bethel, mile and one half away, temporarily occupied 
order check the advance the invaders (Father 
theory). The trouble with this theory that the “king Ai” mentioned 
several times Joshua and are expressly told that Joshua hanged 
him tree until (3) third theory combination the 
other two. That the effect that the story the conquest Bethel was 
transferred later time the ruins Ai, probably explain the 
existence such ruins (Albright’s theory). support this view 
the fact that the book Joshua does not contain story the capture 
Bethel, whereas geographically should expect that city 
before the Gibeonites made their league (in Chap. 


any event Bethel was standing that time, very prosperous city 
excavations Albright 1934, which the writer was privileged 
participate, have proved. Sometime about the first half the 
century, Albright’s opinion, the city was destroyed tremendous con- 
flagration, leaving debris fallen brick and charred, ash-filled earth 
some places almost five feet thick. The break culture between this city 
and the one built above complete that there can little doubt but 
that this the Israelite 


One the next cities fall into Israelite hands was the city 
Lachish Judah (Josh. 10:31). The account this city’s 


19. For the meaning this phrase the Authorized Version translates see the 
writer's remarks in Bib. Arch., Vol. No. 1, pp. 11 f. 

20. In the story of the Conquest. in fame 1 (which is generally considered to be the oldes' 
written account of the Conquest we now have) we are informed of the capture of Bethe 
by the House of Joseph, but nothing is said about Ai. 

21. This was the Kyle Memorial Excavation the part the Am. School Or. Res. 
Jerusalem and Pittsburgh-Xenia Theol. Seminary: see Bulletin, No. 56, pp. ff.; and 

57, pp. ff. for more detailed account. 
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about 1230 has already been presented readers this journal and 
need not repeated 

excavations the probable site Debir, Canaanite 
royal city southern Judah, have demonstrated that the city was destroyed 
about the same time (Josh. 10:38), and the new city built the 
israelites was different 

These are the only cities where clear evidence nas been found for the 
Israelite destruction. One other archaeological discovery should men- 
tioned. That the discovery Professor Nelson Glueck, after several 
years exploration Transjordan which has discovered and 
mapped hundreds sites, that not single sizable town was existence 
Ammon, Moab, Edom between the 20th and the 13th century 
This fact probably means that the population was nomadic, constantly 
roving and not living cities. The Biblical story, however, mentions people 
and cities these territories and presupposes the existence settled king- 
doms, each with its own king, situation affairs not realized before 
about 1300 

much for the archaeological evidence for the Conquest. may 
now ask the question: What does this evidence mean 


Fig. 6. Mycenaean ware and local imitations in the collection of Louisville Presbyterian 
Seminary. Photographs generously provided by Dr. Robert F. Ogden. 


SOME HISTORICAL CONCLUSIONS 


When did the exodus from Egypt and the subsequent conquest the 
Promised Land take place? There are vogue today three main theories 
which shall outline briefly. 

Professor Garstang and number Biblical students take their 
cue from the figure given Kings 6:1, where are told that the Ex- 
odus took place 480 years before Solomon began build the Temple the 
fourth year his reign. According the latest chronology the Israelite 
kings (Begrich’s), the fourth year Solomon was about 962 C., and 
thus the Exodus would fall about 1442 After forty years wander- 
they entered Palestine about 1400 Letters from Canaanite kings 
Palestine and Syria found the state archives Amenophis (about 
known the Amarna letters, tell that the were 
causing great deal trouble this time, and thought that this 
trouble and the Hebrew invasion are one and the same thing. 


22. Vol. No. 
23. See Alvright fF --% of Palestine and the Bible, pp. 100 ff. 
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Against this early date the following should pointed out 
(1) Jericho did not fall until some time 1400, and the other citie 
mentioned above did not fall until the 13th century. (2) The names 
Canaanite kings given the Amarna letters are not the same those 
the Bible, that should equate the Khabiru and Israelite 
vasions, must suppose that something wrong with the Biblical names 
(3) Glueck’s explorations Transjordan outlined above not suppor 
this date. 

II. Another view which has secured large following that Pro- 
fessor Meek the University Toronto. believes that 
Khabiru invasion the Amarna letters was one the great invasions 
Bedouin from the desert, invasion which was proceeding south 
westerly direction. One group broke off under the leadership Joshu: 
and pushed into Palestine, conquering Jericho some time during the 
century. the movement proceeded southward, other groups broke 
and later formed the kingdoms Ammon, Moab, and Edom. portion 
this Bedouin movement got into Egypt and was led out from there 
Moses about 1200 C., picked few other tribes clans 
region the Sinai Peninsula, and then invaded Palestine directly from 
the south without going around the east the Dead Sea. Thus this 
view there are two distinct phases: the invasion the Joseph tribes (these 
tribes had never been Egypt) led Joshua from Transjordan the 
late 15th and 14th century, and the invasion Moses into Judah from 
the south the second half the 13th 

There are many attractive features this view with the result that 
has commended itself number scholars. Others have rejected 
least part for the following reasons among others: (1) Joshua placed 
least century and half before Moses, that the former did not really 
succeed the latter. (2) The detailed story Numbers the circumvention 
the Moabites and Edomites, the defeat Sihon, and the movement 
the Israelite tribes from Egypt around the Dead Sea, working their way 
the north, could not then accepted, least with the Biblical writers’ 
interpretation. (3) Many scholars prefer date for the Hebrew entrance 
into Egypt some three hundred years earlier (about 1700), for which 
there some evidence. (4) the Biblical story the Joseph tribes are 
certainly associated with Egypt, but this association denied them the 
theory before us. (5) means certain today that the Amarna 
letters offer sufficient evidence assume such major invasion from 
the desert 

III. third view that Albright, who believes that there may 
have been two exodi from Egypt: one the House Joseph after the 
expulsion the “foreign from Egypt (about 1550) but before 
1400, which conquered Jericho between 1375 and 1300; the other the 
group led Moses and Joshua about 1290 C., which conquered 
land and Bethel (?) before 1250, Lachish and Debir about 1230 
cannot present all the arguments for this view but, 
obvious, too has serious difficulties. 


24. See Theology, pp. 209-10; Hebrew Origins, Chap. and 
Bulletin, No. 61, pp. 17 f 

25. See Lewy, loc. cit. (in 

26. See Bulletin, No. 58, pp. and No. 74, pp. ff. 
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From what has been written above becomes apparent that the 
present any completely satisfactory harmonization the Biblical and 
archaeological data out the question. The story the destruction 
given the Bible only one troublesome item. way conclusion 
may point out few things which are now certain. 

(1) The manifold evidence for the terrific destruction such sites 
Jericho, Bethel, and Lachish, well other evidence which cannot 
presented here, demonstrates without any question that the Biblical 
account the Conquest certainly not fiction, matter how re- 
construct the order events! 

(2) main phase the Conquest must have taken place some time 
the 13th century, the excavations Bethel, Lachish, and Debir prove. 
That least portion the people Israel was their later home 
1230 indicated the Merneptah stele, mentioned the beginning 
this article. The Biblical story Exodus seems presuppose period 
Egypt when the Pharaohs were residing the Delta (in the city 
Avaris-Raamses-Tanis, all successive names for the same town), and were 
undertaking large public works projects. These conditions were realized 


Fig. 7. Three jugs of a type common at Jericho in the collection of Louisville 
Presbyterian Seminary. They were purchased in Jerusalem several years 
ago by Mr. John Whiting. Photographs provided by Dr. Robert F. Ogden. 


the Dynasty, after about 1320 explora- 
‘ions indicate that the kingdoms Moab and Edom were not established 
the 13th century. From Egyptian documents know 
manent control over Palestine and Egypt was largely lost the second 
the reign Rameses II, after his important treaty with the 
littite king, which the boundaries their respective empires were 


ettled (about 1280 


’. See De Vaux, op. cit., p. 236. 

3. We may point out here that many scholars believe that the 480 years in | Kings 6:1 is 
not necessarily out of harmony with a 13th cent. date for the Exodus and main phase of 
the Conquest. The writer of Chronicles indicates that later Israelites believed there existed 
twelve generations between the Exodus and the building of the Temple. We know that 
Israelites (and early Greeks as well) reckoned a generation as the round number of 40 
years. Thus twelve times forty gives the figure 480. Supposing, however, that the actual 
length of a generation was nearer twenty-five than forty( we know that this was actually ? 
the case from the average life-time of kings and nobles in the Ancient East). Then twelve F: 
times twenty-five years per generation would give figure which would place the Exodus 
in the first half of the thirteenth century. 
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may append here, then, list dates which seem approximately 
according our present knowledge. 
About 1380 The Khabiru, increasing menace the 
Canaanites. 
Between 1375 and 1250 The fall Jericho. 
Between about 1300 and 1250 The fall Bethel. 
About 1230 The fall Lachish and Debir; and the men 


tion Merneptah his defeat Israel. 
These are dates around which any reconstruction the order 
events the Conquest must placed. Considering the fact that 
archaeological dates are difficult fix, truly remarkable that 
much do. may observe with many the orthodox 
seventeenth century that difficulties and obscurities have been 
for the purpose providing more zeal for study! 
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